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Art Unit: 2879 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

i 

The reply filed on 08/23/2006 consists of an English translation of the priority document 
and remarks related to the prior rejection in the Previous Office Action. Applicant's request for 
reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office action is persuasive and, 
therefore, the finality of that action is w^ithdrawn. However, in light of newly found prior art, 
pending claims 1-14 with claims 15-19 and 23-25 being withdrawn, are not allowable as 
explained below. 



Priority 

The English translation of the priority document and the statement that the translation is 
accurate filed 07/21/2006 have been reviewed. It is determined that Applicant is entitled to the 
earlier foreign priority date. Consequently, the 103(a) rejection to Nishizawa is withdrawn. 
However, in view of newly found prior art, pending claims 1-14 with claims 15-19 and 23-25 
being withdrawal, are not allowable as explained below. 



! 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yagi 
(USPN 20030007363: "Yagi") in view of Mori et al (USPN 4538216: "Mori"). 

In regards to claim 1, Yagi discloses at least in figure 5, a light source unit, comprising: 
an incandescent light source (18); an elliptic reflector (12) having a reflecting surface (16b) of a 
substantially elliptical shape to emit a luminous flux radiated from the light source (1 8) in a 
certain direction; a collimator lens (40) to make parallel convergent light from the elliptic 
reflector; a lamp housing (12) to set a direction of an optical axis of the elliptic reflector (12), the 
lamp housing including a lens positioning member (32) in which the collimator lens (40) is fixed, 
the collimator lens (40) being positioned and fixed to the lamp housing (12) by the lens 
positioning member (32) in a state in which the optical axis of the elliptic reflector and an optical 
axis of the collimator lens are aligned. 

Yagi is silent to the light source being an arc tube having a light emitting section, 
electrodes and sealed sections provided on both sides of the light emitting section, discharging 
emission being performed between the electrodes (a.k.a, high pressure discharge lamp). 

However, Mori teaches at least in col. 1, 11. 10-41 that it is well known to use either an 
incandescent light source, or a high pressure discharge lamp may be used as a light source in 
such a lighting apparatus with a reflector and lens, since both light sources have similar 
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luminance and color characteristics. Since high pressure discharge lamps have higher light 
emitting efficiency than incandescent lamps, one would be motivated to such a light source 
substitution. 

Therefore, in view of the above discussion, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to construct the light emitting device 
of Yagi with a high pressure discharge lamp to use a light source having higher light emitting 
efficiency. 

Regarding claim 2, Yagi discloses that the lens positioning member (32) is formed 
integrally with the lamp housing (12). 

i 

Claims 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yagi in 
view of Mori in further view of previously cited Inaba (JP 2000028887; "Inaba"). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Yagi discloses fixing the lens to the lens position member by 
using screws. 

Both Yagi and Mori are silent to using an adhesive agent, and specifically, a thermal 
caulking. 

However, using an adhesive such as thermal caulking instead of screws is an obvious 
modification to reduce manufacturing time, as evidenced by Inaba. One would be further 
motivated to this arrangement based on material availability and certain platform requirements. 
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Therefore, in view of the above discussion, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to construct the device of Yagi and 
Mori with thermal caulking to reduce manufacturing time. 

Regarding claim 5, Yagi discloses at least in figure 5 the lens (40) is formed with a flange 
(41) formed on an outer periphery thereof 

i 

Regarding claim 6, Yagi discloses at least in figure 5 an entire outer peripheral surface of 
the collimator lens (40) is adhered and fixed to the lens positioning member (32). 

Claims 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yagi in 
view of Mori in further view of Inaba in further view of Kenjo et al (USPN 6086231; 
"Kenjo"). 

Regarding claim 7, Yagi is silent to the exact angle of the flange. 
' However, Kenjo discloses in at least figure 8 an angle of an extremity of the flange (47) 
formed around the outer periphery of the collimator lens (46) is an acute angle between 30 and 
90*^, and this allows for a more secure and safer lens mount. 

Therefore, in view of the above discussion, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to construct the device of Yagi, Mori 
and Inaba with the flange having a taper angle of for a more secure and safer lens mount. 

i 
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Regarding claim 8, the Examiner notes that the preamble recites that the light source is 
used for in a projector. This is an intended use type preamble, since it merely recites the 
intended use of a light source. Where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for 
completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone, the 
preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 
1951). In this case, the preamble has been considered, however is not patentable over the prior 
ah. 

Regarding claims 9-14, the limitations therein have been previously addressed above and 
will not be repeated here. The reasons for combining and motivation are the same as previously 
discussed. 



i 
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Response to Arguments 

No arguments have been presented in the previous response by Applicant which need 
addressed at this time. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J Macchiarolo whose telephone number is (571) 272-2375. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimeshkumar Patel can be reached on (571) 272-2475. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
• Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-cIirect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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